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POINTERS 


The Church of South India is to be inaugurated on September 
27th. But will it bring unity as well as union ? Outside South 
India we know it will not : what of South India itself? In our 
Pamphlet No. 12, Reunion by Anticipation, the author wrote : 

The people have heard practically no criticism of the scheme, 


_and have certainly never thought out its implications.” Now 


they are beginning to think, and the result is that trouble 1s 
already arising and congregations are objecting to being forced 
to leave the AnglicanxCommunion in which they have been 
brought up and to which they wish to remain faithful. Meetings 
of protest are being held in spite of the efforts of some in authority 
to prohibit them and to smother criticism as it has been smothered 
all along. This is what we hear from Anglican sources, and we 
have reason to believe that there is trouble also among the Non- 
conformists. What we said in our Appeal to the Joint Committee 
on Church Union, reproduc ed in our April issue, is now being 
justified. We then wrote: “ We are unhappy in our consciences 

as to how far the half-million members of the Anglican Church 
are fully aware as to what lies before them, and to what they have 
been committed. We have reason to doubt that they are aware 
of this. And while we cannot speak for the other denominations 
concerned, it is a question whether their adherents are aware of 
the full implications. Unless this is so, there is every reason to 
believe that dissident congregations will spring up and add to 
our divisions and further bewilder men’s minds and consciences.’ 


FAITH AND 


The Orthodox S.P.G. Telugu Christian Union has been formed 
at Nandyal in the diocese of Dornakal and has sent a moving 
appeal, of which we are privileged to print a copy orepage 146, to — 
. the Secretary of the S.P.G., the Archbishop of.Canterbury, the 

Metropolitan of India, the Bishop of Dornakal and others. 


Are not these Indian Churchmen who “ cannot conscientiously 
join this Union” worthy of the support of S.P.G.? We submit 
that it is they who are loyal to.their Catholic heritage, not those 
who will be by their own choice “ outside the Anglican Com- 
munion ”’, and that they should therefore receive the fullest 
possible ‘support, both ecclesiastical and financial, from the 
Society. 

It is stated in the Basts of Union (page 18) * that the United 
Church will at all times be careful not to allow any over-riding of 
conscience either by Church authorities or by majorities.’ 
Admittedly the united Church does not yet exist, but the principle 
enunciated is as true now as it will be at the end of September. 


Since those words were written we have_received a copy of 
another-letter, printed on page 147, from the President of the 
Union, which adds to the force of our words. 


- Nor are these letters to be discredited as the outburst of a few 
extremists. A letter from an English missionary priest in the 
same diocese of Dornakal says that “-over 20,000 of our people 
have declared that they have no wish to join in the Scheme. At 
the last Nandyal Church Council, the Bishop let the leaders of 
this group talk for the first time in the history of the negotiations, 
but when they brought forward a motion to delay the N.C.C. 
joining the Scheme until Lambeth had made a decision, the 
Bishop ruled it out_of order as the Standing Committee in 1942 had 
voted unanimously for union. Raenines, the people are still 
determined—they don't care about the money—but wish to 
remain in fellowship with S.P.G. which brought their grand- 
fathers into the Christian faith. The question remains : 


1. How are these people to be shepherded? 2. Will they be 
given the use of the churches? 3. What episcopal supervision 
can they have ? - {The Metropolitan has said that he won't inter- 
fere in the affairs of South India.) 


Many of them have already refused to contribute to the Church 
which is to be, but say they will open a fund for the support of 
their own clergy.” 

* * * * 


The Inauguration of the Church of South India is being hailed 
by some of our bishops in England with an exuberance which © 
shows little conception of the grave questions of conscience which 
the defection of four dioceses of the Anglican Communion causes 


138 


= 


to many of their people. We have no disagreement with those 
who wish to mark the beginning of the new body by a service of 
intercession and prayer that the day may come when those who 
now go out of the Anglican Communion may have shown that 
they and those with whom they unite are ready in Faith and 
Order to return to it again. But charity would suggest that the 
Cathedral, the Mother Church of the diocese, is not the place for 
thanksgiving and rejoicing over a matter which is a cause of 
distress and embarrassment to many. Yet that, we hear, is what 
has been proposed in at least one diocese. 


Our Relation to the Church of South India, when that new body 
has come into existence on the 27th September, is considered in an 
important article by the Chairman of the Council, commencing 
on page 140. If those who, in Archbishop Fisher's words, ‘are 
now members of an Anglican Province and who will go out of it ” 
when the union is inaugurated would be content to do that, we 
should know where we stood. Unfortunately they are not content 
to do that, they want both to “ eat their cake and have it ”’, and 
the whole position is consequently ambiguous and contradictory, 
consciences are troubled, and the Church of England is driven 
ever deeper in the mire of confusion and uncertainty. 


Our Travelling Secretary, the Rev. H. Howard, continues his 
work with the following among other engagements. | 


Sept.19. Swansea: Address to R. D. Chapter. 
21. Swansea: Preach, St. Gabriel's. 
24. Brize Norton, Oxford: Preach. 
28. Woodley: Preach.- 
Oct. 2. Fritwell: Preach. 
5. Taunton: Preach, St. John’s. 
6. Taunton: F.C.P. and C.U. Meetings. 
7. Exeter: F.C.P. Meeting. | 
7. Bridgwater: C.U. Meeting. 
8. Minehead: C.U:Meeting. 
g. Yeovil: C.U. Meeting. 
10. Frome and Bath: C.U. Meeting. | 
12. Glyntaff: Preach. | 


14. London: Mothers’ Union Meeting at Central Hall, _ 


Westminster. 
16. Birmingham : Meetings. 


Application for sermons and meetings should be made to the 
Rev. H. Howard, 14 Magdalen Road, Oxford. 
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OUR RELATION TO THE CHURCH OF 
SOUTH INDIA | 


We now know that the arrangements i the inauguration of 
the union in South India have been made, and that the ceremony 
will take place at Madras Cathedral on September 27th. The 
immediate problem before us is, therefore, the relation between 
this new body and the several provinces of the Anglican Com- 
munion. As far as the South Indian Church is concerned their 
intention is that “none of the ministers or members of the 
united Church shall, because of the union, forego any rights to 
inter-communion _and inter-celebration which they possessed 
before the union.’’. (Scheme of Union: 7th Edition, p. 16.) But 
the members of the Anglican Communion who enter this union 
do so on the understanding that they no longer belong to the 
Anglican Communion. This provision was made in order that 
their experiment in reunion should not become an embarrassment 


to the Communion they have left. When the new South Indian 


Church comes into being, therefore, it will not be in communion 


with any part of the Anglican Communion, nor will its members 
possess any rights within that body. If the matter ended here, — 


" much as we regret and deplore the proposed action of our brethren 


in the South Indian dioceses, the experiment would go on wholly 
outside the Anglican Communion, and we could await develop- 
ments in the hope that, when the whole body had accepted 
Catholic Faith and Order, they might be recognized as a body 
with which Anglicans could be in communion. 


THE SITUATION CONFUSED 


But the situation is by no means so simple. In 1943 the Metro- 
politan of India addressed an enquiry to the Metropolitans of 


..the Anglican Communion. He asked whether, if the Union was 


— 


inaugurated, they would feel obliged to (1) break off communion 
with the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon ; and/or (2) refuse 
to be in communion with the Church in South India. In England 
the replies of our two Archbishops were identical. I quote from 
the printed copy of Archbishop Temple's reply. The reply to 
the first question was a simple No. But the second question, he 
said, could not be quite so simply answered. He then quoted the 
following passage from the Ency clical Letter of the Lambeth 
Conference of 1930 :— 


“The united Church in South India will not itself be an ~ 


Anglican Church: it will bea distinct Province of the Universal 
Church. It will have a very real intercommunion with the 
Churches of the Anglican Communion, though for a time 
that intercommunion will be limited in certain directions by 
their rules. Its Bishops will be received as Bishops by these 
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Churches. Its enlaces ordained ministers—a Continually 
increasing number—will be entitled under the usual rules to 
administer the Communion in the Churches of the Anglican 
Communion. Its communicants will be entitled to com- 
municate with the Churches of the Anglican Communion, 
except in cases forbidden by the rules of these Churches. On 
the other hand no right to minister in the Churches of that 
Communion will be acquired by those ministers who have 
not been episcopally ordained.” 2 


The Archbishop continues:: “In accordance with that 
anticipation, and provided that the Scheme as finally adopted 
does not differ, in any point affecting the relation of the Church 
of England to the Church of South India, from that which is 
contained in the Seventh Edition of the Scheme, I am 
conveying the common mind of the Bishops of the Province of 
Canterbury as finally expressed after considering the comments 
and counsel of the clergy of the Province as represented by 
the Lower House of Convocation, when I say that their 
administrative action will follow these lines : ‘ 


‘““t; Subject to such rules and customs as are accepted in 
respect of all communicants in the Province, a communicant 
member of the united Church would be admissible to Com- 
munion in the Churches of the Province. 


“2. An episcopally ordained minister of the united Church 
would -be qualified to receive the licence or permission of a 
Bishop to officiate, subject, when they apply, tothe provisions 
of the Colonial Clergy Act, and to such rules and customs as 
are accepted in respect of all ministers in the Province ; 
thus, for example, if he applied for and received such licence 
or permission it would be on the understanding that he should 
not officiate in non-Anglican churches except in such ways— 
e.g., preaching by special invitation ‘on particular occasions— 
as are permissible or customary for priests or deacons of the 
Church of England. 


‘3. A minister of the united Church who has not received _ 
episcopal ordination would not be qualified to receive a 
licence or permission to officiate in the Province, except in 
such manner as is permitted under the regulations governing 
the Interchange of Preachers and set out in an Act of Convo- 
cation agreed to by both Houses in May, 1943, of which I 
enclose a copy. 

“4. No censure would attach to any member, ordained or 
unordained, of this Province who may be in South India or 
co thither, if he communicates\with the united Church or 
takes work ofany kindinit. 


62 hope I have made clear what the positi ion would be. 
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‘‘The united Church would not be a Province of the 
Anglican Communion, and there would not at this stage be 
unrestricted intercommunion between it and this Province, 
but there would be such inter-communion between clergy 

- and laity of the united Church and those of this Province as I 
have stated. 


‘* These provisions represent certain restrictions upon full 
communion, that is to say, upon complete interchangeability 
of ministers and complete mutual admissibility to Com- 
munion.’ 


“A VeRY REAL INTER-COMMUNION. 


Certainly the question of the relation of the Provinces of 
Canterbury and York to the South Indian Church, if it comes into 
being, is not a simple one. While there is no synodical act of these 
Provinces establishing communion with the Church of South 
India there is this formal statement to the Metropolitan of India 
and through him to those Anglicans who enter the South Indian 
Church, from our two Archbishops, with the unanimous consent 
of the Bishops of the two Provinces, that the South Indian 
Church “* will have a very real inter-communion with the Churches 
of the Anglican Communion.” This is to be established not by 
synodical action, but by the administrative action of the Bishops, 
the lines of which are set out in the four points of Dr. Temple's 
letter quoted above. Administrative action mean§$ that the 
Bishops can establish communion on these lines without any 
further reference to the mind or will of the clergy and laity of 
these Provinces, who indeed have never been given opportunity . 
to express their mind or will on this vital question of Anglican 

_ principle. For full and formalcommunion with South India the 
consent of the Lower House of Convocation would be needed, and 
might be hard to obtain, but a de facto relationship of a very real 
intercommunion can be established by administrative action 
without reference to Convocation. Dom Gregory Dix in the 
Church Times of April 13th, 1945, remarks :—“ If these Provinces 

had officially and most fervently endorsed the whole Scheme as 
it stands, they could take no other action to further it than they 
are now pledged to take, except that of inviting * presbyters who 
have not received episcopal ordination ’ to celebrate for Anglicans 


in England.~ At present such ministers ‘may do this only in 


THE. DANGER ‘| OF ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION 


Even after taking into consideration the speech of Dr. Fisher 
to the Canterbury Convocation on May 15th, 1945, it remains 
that the Church of these Provinces is committed not merely to 

-. condonation, but to a large measure of approval of the terms 
; of the South Indian Scheme as witnessed by the proposed 
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administrative action of its Bishops. The Bishops of the South 
Indian Church will be received as Bishops,* its episcopally ordained . . 
ministers who were formerly Anglicans will be entitled to celebrate 
and accept cures in these Provinces, its communicants will be 
entitled to receive communion, except in cases forbidden by the 
rules of the Church of England, rules which are already being con- 
tinually set aside by ‘‘ the administrative action " of our Bishops. 
But, by the gravest provision of all, Anglicans are free to com- 
municate or work in the South Indian Church, if they are within 
its aréa, without censure. It was remarked in the Church Times ——-= 
that this was an invitation to Anglicans to receive Communion 
from non-episcopally ordained ministers. Dr. Fisher said, in his 2. 
Convocation speech, that he did not read Dr. Temple’s letter in — 
that sense: an Anglican visiting South India would “ have full 
liberty to receive communion only from ministers who have been 
episcopally ordained.’ When offence was given in South India 
by a misunderstanding of this phrase, Dr. Fisher said plainly that 
the wrong interpretation was that they were forbidden to receive 
communion from ministers not episcopally ordained, they were 
free to follow their own conScience in the matter. (See statement 
in Church Union News and Views, Dec. 1945.) Thus the provision 
which was made in order to allow the reunion experiment to go 
forward without embarrassment to the Anglican Communion is 
stultified. We cannot, in consistency with the Anglican position, 
be in any kind of communion with the South Indian Church ; 
but if the administrative action proposed by our Bishops is put 
into force there will be very little, if anything, to distinguisls our 
relation, in actual practice, from that of full inter-communion. 
Fr. Dix, in the article quoted above, has pointed out that, 
Mutual interchangeability of ministries is in no sensea gy! 
constituent of ‘ full intercommunion ’. . . . The essence of * fu 
intercommunion ’ is the mutual recognition of the sufficiency of 
each party’s faith and sacraments.’’ The declaration that no 

_ censure attaches to Anglicans communicating in South India, 
even at the hands of ministers not episcopally ordained, may 
not be intended to establish such a recognition, but would any- 
body outside the Anglican Communion, Catholic, Orthodox or 
Protestant, think that we are still withholding that recognition ? 


THE SUGGESTED RELIEF 


Two considerations have been put forward in the hope of 
relieving the gravity of the situation caused by the reply to the 
Metropolitan. (1). It is said that this reply formally commits the 
two Archbishops personally and no one else. Upon this state~ 
ment it has been remarked; ‘ The question of the extent to 


_ * N.B. We are told the Archbishop has written his approval of the service 
for consecrating the new Bishops, so that presumably they would be 
“received as Bishops”’ in England. 
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' which the Church of England can remain ‘un-committed’ by the 
formal and joint action of its two Primates after debate and 
endorsement by the whole episcopate cannot be seriously dis- 
cussed.” (2) It is also said that there will be no inter-communion 
between the Churches, as Churches, but that the restricted inter- 
communion relates only to individuals as individuals. The only 
support Dr. Temple gives for this view is in a sentence, quoted 
above, at the end of his reply to the Metropolitan: ‘ There 
would not at this stage be unrestricted communion between it 
(the South Indian Church) and this Province, but there would be 
such inter-communion between clergy and laity of the united 
Church and those of this Province as I have stated.” It can 
hardly be deduced from this sentence that Dr. Temple had in 
mind the distinction that the intercommunion he outlined would 
not be between Churches as such, but only between individuals 
as such, for this would be in opposition to the letter as a whole. 
In the passage quoted from the Lambeth Encyclical as the basis 
for his four points of administrative action he says, speaking of 
the South Indian Church, “ /¢ will have a very real inter-com- 
munion with the Churches of the Anglican Communion. . . . Jts 
“Bishops will be received as Bishops. . . . Jts episcopally ordained 
ministers .. . will be entitled under the usual rules to administer 
the Communion in the Churches of the Anglican Communion. 
Its communicants will be entitled to communicate... .” The 
effect of the Reply as a whole is that it is the United Church, as 
such, which will have a very real intercommunion with Canter- 
bury, and certain individuals within it who are restricted by the 
rules of the Province. 


GRAVITY OF THE SITUATION 


The purpose of this statement is to call attention to the gravity 
of the situation we have to face when the Union in South India 
inaugurated. 


We are told in the Church Times of July 18th that, “‘ Dr. Rinkel, 
the Old Catholic Archbishop of Utrecht, has expressed with some 
salutary frankness his misgivings about Protestant schemes of 
Christian union. He fears the effect of South India, and of 
dealings with Finland and Sweden, on the relations between 
Old Catholics and the Church of England.” We cannot but 
share in such misgivings. Neither the Old Catholics nor the 


. Orthodox Churches aré likely to rest in the assurances given to 


us that the Church of South India is neither schismatic nor 
heretical. Such assurances in many cases proceed from a con- 


ception of the Church in which Catholics can never acquiesce. | 


Nor can we, as we recall the Lambeth Conference of 1930, the 
decisions of the Lambeth Consultative Committee in 1938 and 
_ 1943, and the report of the Committee of Theologians appointed 

by the Archbishop in June, 1946, hold that the Church in India 
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| is alone responsible for the terms of the union into which its four 
| southern dioceses are entering. The moral responsibility of the 
Church of England for what. is happening in South India is 
| inescapable. Neither can those of us who believe that, as 
Catholics, we represent the true authentic character of the Church 
of England, easily shelter ourselves behind the confusion created 
by ambiguous or contradictory statements. If we wish to keep 
| consciences free from the reproach of betraying our trust we must 
ih demand that the Church of these two English Provinces shall 
openly and unambiguously declare by the vote of both houses of 
its Convocations what our relation to South India is during this 
interim period, while we wait to see the results of the union. At 
the same time we must also demand that respect shall at long last 
be shown to the conscientious distress of those who play so large 
a part in the life and work of the Anglican Communion. . . | 


W. B. O'BRIEN, S.S.J.E. 


. WISE WORDS 


“In the sacred matters of the Faith also. We are confronted 
with the modern tendency to take all the strength out of the 
ancient creeds by a system of toning down and diluting, till it 
shall accommodate itself to all opinions, but express and satisfy 

| none. ‘ Do not be narrow or uncharitable. Why not recognize 

| the infirmities of the weaker brethren, and make concessions for 

| their sake?’ .Thus kindly, well-meaning people urge upon us. 
And we have to answer, ‘ The Faith of our fathers admits of no 
compromise at all: we may not lower the flag.’ The Faith once 
for all delivered to the saints is not our own to tamper with. 
Inherited by us from our ancestors in strict entail, and entrusted 
to our keeping for the few years of our own life on earth, we have 
to hand it on, intact, tv our children and our children’s children, 
when we come to die. Steadily, quietly, under the manifest 
leading of God, and declining to be panic-stricken, the little 

--company of Catholics in the land moves on through the ages, 
holding fast to the Holy Faith in its integrity, as it was taught and 
lived and died for in the Apostolic Age. On we go, fulfilling our 
brave and humble life of reparation—reparation for our own sin- 
fulness in the past, reparation in some small degree for the siaful 
neglect of the Son of God on the part of many of our fellow- 
countrymen and of the world.’’-—W. F. La Trobe- Bateman, The 
Pattern Life, page 57. : 
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THE ORTHODOX TELUGU 


B. Lazarus Seth, President; K. J. Samuel, Secretary : 
P. Luke, 7vreasurer. 
Nandyal R.S., Kurnool District, 


To the Secretary, South India. 
S.P.G. Home Society, 14th July, 1947. 
15, Tufton Street, London. 

Rev. Sir, 


We the Orthodox Anglicans of the S.P.G. Telugu Mission, 
Nandyal, beg to bring the following facts to your kind notice and 
sympathetic consideration. 

We are convinced, beyond doubt, that the faiths and creeds 
agreed upon by the Scheme of Union in South India, differ 
substantially from the established. faiths and creeds of the Holy 
Catholic Church ; and that we cannot conscientiously join this 
Union from September next. There are thousands of people in 
the S.P.G. Telugu area who have grown up with the Anglican 
principles and who are very reluctant to join this Union, and so we 
are gathering the statistics of the strength of the Anglican 
adherents in the Kurnool and Cuddapah Districts. ~ 

A few people, in position, who are in favour of union are spread- 
ing false propaganda that such adherents to Anglican principles 
in South India cannot have any place either in the Church of 
South India or in the S.P.G. Church, quoting the Lambeth Con- 
ference of 1930, the Metropolitan of India, Burma, and Ceylon, 
and the Bishop of Dornakal as authorities contributing to this 
view. We also regret to inform you that they are intimidating 
the people that the Orthodox Anglicans have to leave South 
India and emigrate to North India if they want to stick on to the 
principles of the Holy Catholic Church. | 


We are perturbed to hear that these interested Unionists are 
stooping’ to apply indirect coercion to the people to agree to the 
.Union Scheme with an indirect and a mild threat, forecasting the 

ssibility of Orthodox Anglicans loosing their jobs in the S.P.G. 

ission Field on the inauguration of the Union in September 
next, if they persist in pleading their right to stick on to the 
Anglican principles. | 

But we beg to submit that we are unable to sacrifice the pro- 
found faiths and creeds of the Holy Catholic Church for this 
fagade of Unity of South Indian Churches. 


We therefore humbly beg you kindly to state the policy of the 
S.P.G. Home in regard to (1) the position of the Orthodox 


~ Anglicans, who do not elect to join the Union, (2) the advisability 


of providing Anglican ministration to the adherents to the Holy 
| 146 
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_ Rev. Sir, 


Catholic Church, (3) the availability of the S.P.G. C hurches for 


the use of the Orthodox Anglicans, (4) the retention of the S.P.G. 


property under a missionary for the needs of the Orthodox 
Anglicans and for the spread of the Orthodox faiths and creeds 
in South India, (5) the alleged possibility of the S.P.G. Home 
deserting the Orthodox Anglicans who do not éléct to join the 
Union, as rumoured out by some interested Unionists, and, (6) 
stopping of further coercion to the Orthodox Anglicans to join 
Union, so that they may exercise their free will in choosing 
their lot. 


We humbly beg you to favour us with an immediate reply. 


We beg to remain, Rev. Sir, Your most obedient Servant, 
(Signed) K. J. SAMUEL. 


26th July, 1947. 


The Orthodox Anglicans of Nandyal who do not like to join 
the Union tried their best to have the scheme discussed in the 
Constitutional Councils such as the Deanery Council and Nandyal 
Church Council. The whole of the Lay Representatives of the 
Deanery Council, both paid and non-paid elders, stood up unani- 
mously in the Nandyal Deanery Committee on July 3rd, 1947, to 
protest against the inauguration of Union in September next, but 
the Deanery Chairman did not allow any such thing in the Council. 
All the representatives then resolved to form into a group and 
fight against Union. The President of the Orthodox Telugu 
Christian Union, Nandyal, sent up the subject of Union for dis- 
cussion in the Nandyal Church Council three weeks before the 
meeting as per the Constitution but it was put aside by the 
N.C.C. Chairman. (Archdeacon Daniel.) 


The question of Union and financial implications came up inthe _ 
Nandyal Administrative Committee on July 15th, 1947, when the 
Secretary read out the decision of the S.P.G. Standing Committee. 
One of the lay representatives strongly opposed the Union as it 
was not expounded to the people. But the Bishop of Dornakal 
promised to give a statement the next day in the Nandyal 
Church Council when all the representatives of all the Deaneries 


met together. 


On July 16th, 1947, when the Nandyal Church Council met, the 
Bishop gave a statement on Union as to how it was agreed upon | 
by the General Council of the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon 
and why he cannot do anything in the matter if anyone is dis- 
satisfied by the decision of the C.1.B.C. He did not like to be 
drawn into discussion on the subject. But the elected lay 
representatives of the Council strongly protested as a body against 
the inauguration of the Union on the ground that the C.1.B.C. has 
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no right to ask the people to join Union against their conscience ; 
and the Church authorities who are morally bound to safeguard the 
faiths and creeds of its people have agreed to the scheme without 
obtaining the consent of the people ; and that they, the laity, are 
not bound by the agreement to the scheme by a few interested 
people, who acted against the wishes of the pec yple. The President 
of the Orthodox Union took full three hours in substantiating his 
charges against Union, and proved that the faiths and creeds of the 
Anglican Church are watered down and that the Sacraments are 
belittled in the Union Scheme ; and_so he plainly declared in 
unequivocal terms that there are thousands of people in the S.P.G, 
Telugu area who want to continue in the Anglican Communion. 
Some questions put by a few of those who supported Union were 
well answered by the President of the Orthodox Christian Union. 
But the doctrinal points raised by the Orthodox Christians went 
unanswered. The loop-holes of the scheme were clearly e “xposed 
to all the councillors. | 


In the evening sessions, the elected lay representatives tried 
hard to put a motion, “‘ That the inauguration of the Union be 
postponed. till the Lambeth Conference gives its. decision on the 
Scheme in 1948 ". It was seconded and then supported by all the 
lay representatives. But the President, the Bishop of Dornakal, 

did not know what to do and so after taking counsel from the 
Chairman, N.C:C., even after a fervent appeal from the lay~ 
representatives to all, that the motion be put to vote, ruled out the 
motion. The lay representatives complained that the President, 
the Bishop, is compelling them to join the union against their 
conscience and that they could not take part in the deliberations of 
the Council. - Hence the representatives of four deaneries (Nandyal, 

—Jammalamadug, Giddalur and Kalasapad) out of the eight staged - 

a walk-out to show their protest against the President's ruling. 

Now the Orthodox Christians are gathering the statistics of 
those who do not want to join the Union. Many obstacles are 
being put in the way to impair the progress in educating the 
people about the undesirable Union Scheme. By this coercion, 
our efforts are being crippled, so we request you to wait on the 

Secretary of the S.P.G. on our behalf and cable orders to stop this 

abominable force in the institutions under the S.P.G. Mission. 


Yours very sincerely, 
(Signed) B. LAZARUS SETH. 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to J’aith and 
Unity (three shillings a year. minimum) should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Back 
numbers of, Faith and Unity. are available and can be had from 
the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. 
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